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~he Honorable Dennis J. Kucinich
House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515-3510

Dear Mr. Kuchinich:

Thank you for your letter of May 17, 1999, concerning actions

by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA or the Agency) in
regard to labeling of foods treated with ionizing radiation.
We apologize for the lengthy delay in responding.

The 1997 FDA Modernization Act (PL 105-115) states that “[n]o
provision . . . shall be construed to require on the label or
labeling of a food a separate radiation disclosure statement
that is more prominent than the declaration of ingredients

tr. . . FDA published a final rule implementing this provision
of the law in the Federal Register of August 17, 1998. A COPY

of this regulation, along with the pre-existing labeling
requirements for food treated with ionizing radiation,
Title 21 Code of Federal Regulations, S 179, is enclosed for
your information.

In addition, the Statement of Managers accompanying the FDA
Modernization Act directed FDA to publish for public comment
further proposed changes to the Agency’s current labeling
regulations. The managers stated their intention that any
required labeling be of a type and character such that it
would not be perceived to be a warning or give rise to
inappropriate consumer anxiety. On February 17, 1999, FDA
published an Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (ANPR) in
the Federal Register soliciting public comment on whether
additional revisions to the current irradiation labeling
requirements are needed and, if so, what form such revisions
might take. The deadline for comments in response to the ANPR
was extended to July 19, 1999.

We have forwarded your correspondence to the Docket for
inclusion in the record. FDA’s final approach to labeling of
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irradiated foods will take into account all of the data and
information received.

Because your constituent may be concerned about irradiation
labeling for meat and poultry, you may also wish to contact
the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) for
information. (USDA has primary regulatory authority over meat
and poultry products, including the labeling of such
products.)

We have also enclosed some general background on the issue of
irradiation. We trust this information responds to your
concerns. If you have further questions about this or any
other matter, please do not hesitate to contact us again.

Sincerely,

#’
Enclosures

2- :1Y2’Vinda K.
~nterim Associate Commissioner

for Legislation

cc : Dockets Management Branch
(98N-1038)
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May 17,1999

DocketsManagementBranch(HFA-305)
FoodandDrugAdministration
5630FishersLane,Room 1061
Roekville,Maryland20852

RE:DocketNo.98N-1038,IrradiationintheProduction,Processing,andHandlingofFood

To Whom ItMay Concern:

Iam writingtourgeyoutoextendthecommentperiodforthisDocketpast the current end date
ofMay 18,1999.Iwould alsolikeexpressmy supportfortherecommendationbytheCenterfor
Sciencein the Public Interest regarding labeling of irradiated foods.

DespitethefactthattheFDA hasdeterminedthatradiationissafeforfood,manyconsumersdo
notwanttoeatfoodstreatedwithradiation.Radiationchangesthetexture,taste,nutritional
value,andchemicalcompositionoffoods.Italsocreatesanewclassofbyproductsthathavenot
beentestedfortheirpossiblecarcinogenicandotherlong-termeffectsonhumans.

TheCenterforScienceinthePublicInterestrecommendsthat“anyfoods,oranyfoods
containingingredientsthathavebeentreatedbyirradiation,shouldbelabeledwithawritten
statementontheprincipaldisplaypanelindicatingsuchtreatment.Thestatementshouldbeeasy
toreadandplacedin close proximity to the name of the food and accompanied by the
internationalsymbol.Ifthefoodisunpackaged,thisinformationshouldbeclearlydisplayedona
posterinpiainviewandadjacenttowheretheproductisdisplayedforsale.”

Likeotherlabels,irradiationlabelsarerequiredbytheFDA tobetruthiidandnotmisleading.I
believethattheterms“treatedwithradiation”or“treatedbyirradiation”shouldberetained.Any
phraseinvolvingtheword“pasteurization”ismisleadingbecausepasteurizationisan entirely
differentprocessofrapidheatingandcooling.

Therequirementforirradiationdisclosure(bothlabelandradura)shouldnotexpireatanytimein
thefuture.Thematerialfactofprocessingremains.Evenifsomeconsumersbecomefamiliarwith
theradura,newconsumers(e.g.young people, immigrants) will not be. The symbol should be
clearly understandable at the point of purchase for everyone. If there is no label, consumers will
be misled into believing the food has not been irradiated.
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Once again, I believe more time is needed to allow consumers to comment on this issue and urge
you to extend the deadline.

Sincerely,
● -

Dennis J. Kucinich
Member of Congress
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